Considerable efforts have been made to fight corruption, however it continues to occur in Indonesia. In the present time, corruptions do not only carry out by individuals but also by corporations. However, the Criminal Code and Criminal Procedure Code do not recognize and regulate corporations as the subject of criminal acts, so that law enforcement officials, especially prosecutors, have difficulty in charging corporations. This paper tries to answer question about the role of prosecutors in the eradication of corruption by corporation based on The General Attorney Regulation Number: PER-028/A/JA/10/2014 on guidelines for prosecuting corporation. The research method employed is normative juridical method, where the data is analyzed with qualitative methodology. The General Attorney Regulation on Corporate Legal Subjects explains more apparent criteria for actions that can be attributed to the corporation. The regulation combines several theories of corporate criminal liability not only heavily rely on vicarious criminal liability theory. It also provides direction about the separation of corporate liability and director's liability. With this guideline, the public prosecutors have clearer direction to be able to charge the corporation so that it can restore the state finances that have been harmed by the corruption act.
Introduction
The law must be able to overcome any problems that exist in society. One form of problems that continues to emerge and is disturbing the society is corruption. Literally corruption means decay, ugliness, depravity, dishonesty, can be bribed, immoral and deviations from holiness. 1 Corruption is also interpreted as behavior that deviates from the official duties of a state office gains because of the status or money involving personal matters (individuals, close family, groups) or violating the rules of implementing some personal behavior, including ethical and moral issues in the public view. Therefore, corruption is currently in a very alarming phase in Indonesia. 2 In the social sense it seems that the community does associate corruption as embezzlement of money (state or office) and accepts bribes in relation to position or occupation, even though from a legal standpoint it is not exactly the same; From a legal view many conditions or elements must be met for a behavior so it can be qualified as corruption. 3 Globalization now causes corruption to continue and is increasingly difficult to prevent.
The effects of globalization have made progress from various sectors including technology, communication, transformation and informatics, especially in the economic, trade and investment sectors. However, it needs to be realized that globalization and the development of science and technology besides creating benefits for humans, also bring negative effects, namely "globalization of crime" and increasing the quantity (number) and quality (modus operandi) of criminal acts in various countries and between countries.
Corruption is no longer only carried out by individuals but also can be committed by corporations. Corporate activities that aim to seek profits often lead them to do everything they can to achieve these goals. The effect is sometimes not directly felt by the community because of the ignorance of the community about corporate activities, especially in the development of the state infrastructure, what is seen by the public is the positive impact of the construction of the infrastructure, namely the economic situation that continues to increase.
Corporations according to Satjipto Rahardjo are bodies created and composed of corpus (body), to which the law gives an animus (soul) element that makes the body have a personality.
Because this legal entity is a legal creation, then like its creation, law also determines its death. 5 Furthermore, corporation according to criminal law is a group of people who are organized and have leaders and carry out legal actions, such as making agreements in the context of business activities or social activities carried out by the management for and on behalf of the organization. 6
Corporations have important and strategic roles in modern life in the era of globalization.
However, the important and positive role of the corporation in a country's economic growth is sometimes followed by violations of the criminal law 7 , accommodating the proceeds of crime, as The Attorney General's regulation is intended so that every Public Prosecutor who conducts investigations, not only focuses on individuals offender but also sees the extent to which corporations have liability in a corruption case so that state losses can be restored immediately. Based on this background, it is very interesting to scrutinize how is the role of the prosecutor in eradicating corruption against corporations in law enforcement efforts in Indonesia.
This study aims to examine, analyze and describe the role of prosecutors in eradicating corruption committed by corporations based on PERJA No: Per-028 / A / JA / 10/2014 on Guidelines for Subscribing to Criminal Cases with Corporation as Subjects. As for practically, this research can be used as an input material for law officials, judges and advocates in handling criminal cases of corruption committed by corporations.
Methods
This research adopts normative legal research method. In accordance with the problems studied, the approach used is the statute approach and the conceptual approach. This is a descriptive research which means describing data about a situation or social symptoms that develop in the midst of society so that the existence of this study is expected to obtain a comprehensive, complete and systematic picture of the object of research. 14 The analytical method used is a qualitative analysis method. Qualitative analysis means that research is nonnumeric examination and interpretation of an observation, with the aim to find the meaning and pattern underlying the relationship. The data used is data that leads to studies that are theoretical in the form of principles, conceptions, views, legal doctrines, and legal methods 14 Soerjono Soekanto, Pengantar Penelitian Hukum (Jakarta: Universitas Indonesia Pers, 1986), 10. relating to the theme of corporations, legal entities and business entities as subjects in the criminal law regime, which then analyzed qualitatively. 15
Result and Discussion

Eradication of Corruption Carried Out by Corporation
Corporations Some of the bases to justify corporate criminal liability are: first, in a variety of economic and fiscal crimes, the profits obtained by the corporation or the losses suffered by the community can be so large that it will not be fair if the punishment is only imposed on the management alone. Second, by only convicting the management, there is no guarantee that the corporation will not repeat the crime again in the future, so that the punishment of the corporation can force the corporation to comply with the relevant regulations. 19 According to Muladi (2012) , there are at least seven main purpose of corporate criminal responsibility, namely: effective prevention of future deterrent effects, retribution, rehabilitation (both for corporations and criminal acts), a symbolic message that no crime is free from punishment, the moral condemnation of society, efficiency, predictability, and consistency with the principles of criminal law, and the most importantly justice. 20
Legislation and legal cases in Indonesia tend to adopt vicarious criminal liability theory in imposing criminal liability for corporations. Vicarious liability is indeed the initial theory in accepting criminal liability for corporations. This theory is broad enough to be able to divert the responsibility of corporate managers regardless of their position within the corporation, becoming a criminal responsibility for the corporation. However, this theory is too broad and can be detrimental to the corporation, so there is also a need to limit the actions taken to provide benefits to the corporation or benefit to the corporate goal or be carried out in the context of tasks and management authority (intra-vires and scope of employment According to Article 20 of the Law on the Eradication of Corruption, corruption is carried out by corporations if the crime is carried out by corporate's members, based on work relations or other relationships, acting in the corporate environment, both alone and together. Corporate's members in this regulation are not limited to executives but also someone who has influence or authority in the corporation; regardless he or she has no formal position in the corporation. If the aforementioned persons commit deviations from the legal rules for or on behalf of the corporation and resulting in state or regional finances loss, then these actions can be qualified as criminal acts of corruption. Furthermore, if carried out on behalf of a corporation, criminal penalties can be imposed on the corporation and / or its management. 23 It can be concluded that this regulation adopts vicarious criminal liability theory as foundation to attribute criminal liability to the corporation. Where actusreus and mensrea of the management can be pulled into actusreus and mensrea of the corporation based on the attribution and delegation theory.
However, there is an obscure resulted from this regulation about subjective liability.
Article 20 paragraph 1 stated that in the case of a criminal act of corruption carried out by or on behalf of a corporation, then the prosecution and imposition of criminal sanction can be carried out by the corporation and / or its management. According to the authors, it is erroneous to see corporation and its managements as the same person. Corporation is an independent legal subject that is separate and different from the management. Based on the subjective liability in criminal law, which states that only the criminal offender and guilty person can be liable in criminal law. 24 It is unacceptable to be punished before proven in a trial. It is impossible then if the one who committed a crime is A, but the one who is convicted is B, or the one who committed a crime and is charged is A, but the one who is convicted is B. Article 20 paragraph (1) mixes the corporation with corporate management in prosecution and criminal charges. This stipulation then creates chaos in the implementation of corporate criminal liability by the law enforcement officials namely judges, police and public prosecutors.
General Attorney's Role in Eradicating Corruption Cases
General Prosecutors have an important role in combating corruption in Indonesia.
Prosecutors are government institutions that carry out state power in the field of prosecution. Therefore it can be concluded that the General Attorney has authority not only in the case of prosecution as described in the Criminal Procedure Code, but also has the authority to carry out investigations in corruption cases. The Attorney General's Office is very serious in the eradication of corruption. The Attorney General's Office assessed that there were many state losses arising from corruption, especially if it is committed by the corporation. State's financial loss caused from corruption by corporation is much bigger than corruption committed by individual person. Therefore at the moment Prosecutor has begun to give more attention to corporation as criminal offender, particularly in corruption cases.
In the event that the investigator has investigated a crime, after the evidence has been collected and the suspect have been found, the investigator carefully assesses whether there is enough evidence to transfer the case to the public prosecutor. If the investigator concludes that the case can be continued, the investigator notifies the prosecutor with the Notice of (2) in the event that there are strong reasons, the period referred to in paragraph (1) may be extended for a maximum of another one month; (3) If the court judgment also stipulates that the evidence is confiscated for the state, in addition to the exception as stated in Article 46, the Prosecutor authorizes the object to the state auction office and for three months to sell at the auction, the proceeds of which are put into state treasury for and on behalf of the Prosecutor ; (4) The period in paragraph (3) Revocation of business license; Deprivation of evidence or assets / assets of the corporation;
Other actions in accordance with applicable laws and regulations.
Additionally, PERJA also provides that if the penalties in the form of substitute money imposed on corporations, is unable to be paid within 30 (thirty) days, assets of the company can be confiscated to fulfill payment of substitute money, if the corporation does not have enough assets, the corporation is charged with additional penalties listed before. This stipulation is also applicable to fine. Moreover, PERJA stipulates that charge against bodies that are not incorporated, then the management is charged with imprisonment, fines or additional criminal penalties.
Therefore, with clearer stipulations the prosecutor's office is able and must be courageous to impose corporate criminal liability in corruption cases. So that law enforcement in Indonesia in the context of eradicating corruption must continue to advance and be more innovative in imposing criminal penalties not only to punish people (natural beings) but can also be imposed on corporations. With immediate aim is the prosecutor's office able to restore state finances that have been taken by the corruption act.
Conclusion
The role of the prosecutors in convicting the corporation is referring to PERJA Number: PER-028 / A / JA / 10/2014 concerning Guidelines for Subscribing the Subject of Corporation.
Based on the PERJA all forms of investigations, prosecutions, implementation of court decisions can be used as a basis for prosecutors in ensnaring corporations. By combining the theory of identification, vicarious criminal liability and corporate culture, in corruption cases committed by corporations, the public prosecutor is able to convict corporations so that the prosecutor's office can immediately restore the state finances loss that have been taken from the criminal acts of corruption committed by the corporation.
However, it is also very important that the prosecutors to be providedwith special training on handling corruption cases committed by corporations, especially by examining in depth about PERJA Number: PER-028 / A / JA / 10/2014 while also referring to PERJA Number : PER-038 / A / JA / 10/2010 on Administrative and Technical Administration of Special Crime Cases so that the prosecutor's office is knowledgeable and considered to process corruption case with the immediate aim to restore state finances from criminal acts of corruption committed by corporations.
